Introduction
THIS article is a condensation of two reports (2, 5) The fifty items for this test (Form X-2) were selected from the sixty Form X-i items which had been analyzed. They represent those items which the analysis of Form X-i had shown to be neither extremely difficult nor extremely easy. Table 3 ).6 Unquestionably, these relationships would be considerably lower for a sample of service school men because of a smaller range of ability; but the fact remains that now it is doubtful whether any type of computation test can be designed which will be uncorrelated with the &dquo;pure&dquo; verbal measures in a group which is as heterogeneous as a Navy recruit population. A decision having been reached as to which of the fifty X-2 items should be incorporated into Form i, a similar decision had to be made concerning the selection of the distracters which were to accompany the selected items. The item analysis of Form X-2 provided two types of data which were used in making this selection: ( i ) a count of the number of persons choosing each distracter and (2) Figure 3) . Directions 5. Finally, provision has been made for correlating AC scores of the entering classes with service school grades at graduation.
The five steps of the procedure outlined above were completed for five schools at the Naval Training Center at Bainbridge, and for five schools located at Great Lakes. In addition, validity coefficients were computed for classes from three other.
schools. The N's of the schools used range from 48 to 214 (see Table 5 ). The 
